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57222015 EPA faults air district's approval of oil train terminal near ... - The Bakersfield Californian

It remained unclear Monday what the 10-count notice of violations might mean to
the facility's operation. Plains was given 10 days starting April 30 to arrange a
meeting to discuss the findings with the EPA.

Each count carries a maximum fine of $37,500 per day, starting the day the notice
was issued. Criminal penalties are possible if the company remains in violation 30
days after the notice was sent.

Plains said Monday it could not comment because it had not yet received formal
notification of the allegations.

A lawyer for the air district faulted the notice, saying the EPA's findings run
contrary to years of established practice.

Opened in November, the Plains facility is capable of receiving up to two oil trains
per day, each a mile long, and diverting the crude into pipelines connected to
refineries around the state. Its permit currently allows for only one mile-long
shipment per day.

The facility, one of two large oil-by-rail terminals permitted near Bakersfield, is the
target of a lawsuit environmental activists filed in January in Kern County Superior
Court. It alleges Plains worked with the air district to minimize public scrutiny of
the project, and that a more rigorous review is in order.

Such terminals have stirred controversy across North America because of a series of
fiery oil train derailments in recent years. But the January lawsuit, and now the
EPA's notice of violations, focus on emissions, not potential derailments, as a
reason to be wary of the projects.

A spokeswoman for Earth Justice, one of the environmental groups opposed to the
Plains terminal, said the EPA's finding was not directly related to January's legal
action, but that it is nevertheless a big help to the lawsuit.

30

http:/iwww.bakersfield.com/Blogs/2015/06/05/EPA-faults-air-district-s-approval-of-oil-train-terminal-near-Taft.html 3/5



5/22/2015 EPA faults air district's approval of cil train terminal near ... - The Bakersfield Californian

The EPA notice said the air district concluded in 2012 the terminal was exempt from
a more robust review, because its emissions fell below a certain level.

But the federal agency said the air district failed to consider potential air pollution
from floating roofs inside oil storage tanks at the site. If those roofs had been
properly taken into account, the EPA said, the terminal would been classified as a
major polluter, triggering a wider review.

Air district Counsel Annette Ballatore-Williamson countered, saying roof tank
emissions occur at most once per year, during maintenance and repair, and that the
EPA has long accepted the air agency's approach to regulating floating roof tanks.

"We're a little bit frustrated" by the EPA notice, she said. "We think, based on our
reviews, the EPA is dead wrong."

Ballatore-Williamson said she was unsure whether her agency would try to attend
any meeting between Plains and the EPA, but noted the district "definitely has an
interest in defending the legitimacy of its practices."

Several environmental advocacy groups expressed satisfaction with the EPA's
notice of violations, including the Sierra Club's local chapter.

"This terminal wreaks havoc on our region's already compromised air quality and
our communities now fear the risk of exploding trains," Gordon Nipp, vice
chairman of the Sierra Club's Kern-Kaweah Chapter, said in a news release.

Subscrlbmg has its perks

Guherrintiong fn The Rakorcliold Malifaenion s inrhiuda
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Kit Fox

From: Janet Gunter <arriane5@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 9:53 PM
To: MrEnvirlaw@sbcglobal.net; noelweiss@ca.rr.com; amartinez@earthjustice.org;

connie@rutter.us; igornla@cox.net; jhwinkler@me.com; lonnacalhoun@me.com;
darlenezavalney@aol.com; sarahnvaldez@gmail.com; pedrolaurie@yahoo.com; det310
@juno.com; jody.james@sbcglobal.net; bonbon90731@gmail.com;
irene@miraclegirlproductions.org; fxfeeney@aol.com; igornla@cox.net; Kit Fox;
donnal.littlejohn@langnews.com; nick.green@langnews.com;
paul_h_rosenberg@hotmail.com; jdimon77@yahoo.com;
president@centralsanpedro.org; rreg55@hotmail.com; pmwarren@cox.net; burling102
@aol.com; mikelisk@aol.com; readsmd@aol.com; dwgkaw@hotmail.com;
jwilliamgibson@ca.rr.com; cicoriae@aol.com; alsattler@igc.org;
marciesmiller@sbcglobal.net; dirivera@prodigy.net; peter.burmeister@sbcglobal.net;
mandm8602@att.net

Cc: heather.hutt@sen.ca.gov; Lara.Larramendi@mail.house.gov; lisa.pinto@mail.house.gov;
rgb251@berkeley.edu; Ipryor@usc.edu; carl.southwell@gmail.com; abaker@sco.ca.gov;,
alan.gordon@treasurer.ca.gov; david.wulf@hq.dhs.gov; rob.wilcox@!lacity.org;
matthew.rodriguez@calepa.ca.gov; carlos.delaguerra@Ilacity.org;
gene_seroka@portla.org

Subject: More on the history of Rancho LPG's operators.."Plains"...more insight into a hard reality

Improperly sited facility storing 25+ Million Gallons of highly explosive gas...sitting on an earthquake fault of 7.3 potential
in tanks built over 40 years ago to a seismic standard of 5.5....with a 3.1 mile radius of blast impact from a single "one" of
two 12.5 million gallon butane tanks on "USGS" designated "landslide" area....located within 1,000 ft. of homes, schools
and shops.....and "operated" by this cast of characters? Really? And, what is anyone doing about it? EPA has no
protective regulations in place whatsoever to guard the public's safety....the City of LA has said that their "hands are
tied".....and Rancho/Plains says they are "legal". Is there any justification for this insanity and recklessness? The answer
is "no". Deadly and unacceptable consequences lie in wait while everyone simply twiddles their thumbs awaiting the
disaster. See story:

http://america.aljazeera.com/articles/2015/5/20/plains-all-american-has-history-of-oil-spilis. html

Janet Gunter
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Kit Fox

From: ReadSMD@aol.com
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:01 PM
To: arriane5@aol.com; MrEnvirlaw@sbcglobal.net; noelweiss@ca.rr.com;

amartinez@earthjustice.org; connie@rutter.us; igornla@cox.net; jhwinkler@me.com;
lonnacalhoun@me.com; darlenezavalney@aol.com; sarahnvaldez@gmail.com;
pedrolaurie@yahoo.com; det310@juno.com; jody.james@sbcglobal.net; bonbon90731
@gmail.com; irene@miraclegirlproductions.org; fxfeeney@aol.com; Kit Fox;
donnallittlejohn@langnews.com; nick.green@langnews.com;
paul_h_rosenberg@hotmail.com; jdimon77@yahoo.com;
president@centralsanpedro.org; rreg55@hotmail.com; pmwarren@cox.net; burling102
@aol.com; mikelisk@aol.com; dwgkaw@hotmail.com; jwilliamgibson@ca.rr.com;
cicoriae@aol.com; alsattler@igc.org; marciesmiller@sbcglobal.net; dirivera@prodigy.net;
peter.burmeister@sbcglobal.net; mandm8602@att.net

Cc: heather.hutt@sen.ca.gov; Lara.Larramendi@mail.house.gov; lisa.pinto@mail.house.gov;
rgb251@berkeley.edy; Ipryor@usc.edu; carl.southwell@gmail.com; abaker@sco.ca.gov;
alan.gordon@treasurer.ca.gov; david.wulf@hq.dhs.gov; rob.wilcox@lacity.org;
matthew.rodriguez@calepa.ca.gov; carlos.delaguerra@lacity.org;
gene_seroka@portla.org

Subject: Re: More on the history of Rancho LPG's operators.."Plains"..more insight in...

Janet--the chronic dysfunction that parallels Rancho/Plains is the repeated ineffectiveness of our various area politicians,
agencies, and organs of government to respond to this problem. When | drive by, it has occurred to me that perhaps a
well-targeted campaign involving civil disobedience would start a more effective process.

In a message dated 5/20/2015 9:53:00 P.M. Pacific Daylight Time, arriane5@aol.com writes:

Improperly sited facility storing 25+ Million Gallons of highly explosive gas...sitting on an earthquake fault of 7.3
potential in tanks built over 40 years ago to a seismic standard of 5.5....with a 3.1 mile radius of blast impact from
a single "one" of two 12.5 million gallon butane tanks on "USGS" designated "landslide" area....located within
1,000 ft. of homes, schools and shops.....and "operated” by this cast of characters? Really? And, what is
anyone doing about it? EPA has no protective regulations in place whatsoever to guard the public's safety....the
City of LA has said that their "hands are tied".....and Rancho/Plains says they are "legal". Is there any
justification for this insanity and recklessness? The answer is "no". Deadly and unacceptable consequences lie
in wait while everyone simply twiddles their thumbs awaiting the disaster. See story:

http://america.aljazeera.com/articles/2015/5/20/plains-ali-american-has-history-of-cil-spills.html

Janet Gunter

- Firm behind California oil spill has shaky
~ safety record

Plains All American Pipeline has a long history of safety and environmental violations,
records show

May 20, 2015 12:42PM ET Updated 9:50PM ET
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by Renee Lewis

The U.S. pipeline operator responsible for Tuesday’s rupture, which released up to
105,000 gallons of oil into the Pacific Ocean off Southern California, has a shaky safety
record, reports show.

A rupture in a 24-inch pipeline operated by Plains All American Pipeline left a 4-mile trail of oil
on the shores along Highway 101 near Santa Barbara, according to Coast Guard Petty
Officer Andrea Anderson.

Officials warned the public to keep off the polluted shoreline after toxic fumes were reported in
the area. The California Department of Fish and Wildlife said Wednesday that it was
assessing the damage to the area’s wildlife and on Wednesday night, Gov. Jerry

Brown declared a state of emergency in Santa Barbara County due to the effects of the spill.

Plains said it shut down the flow of oil after the spill and initiated its emergency response
procedures. Boom trucks were sent in Tuesday to clean the water.

“Plains deeply regrets this release has occurred and is making every effort to limit its
environmental impact,” the company said in a statement. “Our focus remains on ensuring the
safety of all involved.”

The company did not respond to Al Jazeera’s request for comment.

Tuesday’s spill follows a long history of safety and environmental violations by the company in
the United States and Canada, news reports and Environmental Protection Agency records
show.

In 2014 a Plains pipeline ruptured in Los Angeles’ Atwater Village, sending more than 18,000
gallons of crude running through the city’s streets. Toxic fumes were reported in the industrial
area for days after the spill.

The company has been cited for 10 oil spills that violated the Clean Water Act in Texas,
Louisiana, Oklahoma and Kansas. In 2010, Plains settled with the EPA after agreeing to pay
$3.2 million in civil penalties.
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In April 2011 a pipeline operated by the company’s Canadian branch, Plains Midstream
Canada, ruptured in a remote area of Alberta’s boreal forest, releasing at least 37,000 barrels
of crude oil. The same line ruptured in 2006, spilling about 180 barrels.

In a 2012 spill, a smaller line operated by Plains Midstream Canada ruptured, spilling 2,900
barrels of crude into the Red Deer River in central Alberta. The company was ordered in
January to hire a third party to audit its pipelines in Alberta, Saskatchewan, Manitoba and
Ontario after regulators said the company failed to comply with previous safety directives.

Despite its spill record, Plains has plans to construct a pipeline in Arkansas, where an Exxon
Mobil pipeline ruptured in March 2013, spilling more than 134,000 gallons of crude oil into a
housing subdivision, forcing hundreds of residents to evacuate.

Plains’ recent pipeline ruptures come amid increasing pipeline accidents across the U.S.
involving different operators, government data show.

There were 704 oil and gas pipeline incidents involving leaks or emergency shutdowns to
avoid accidents in 2014, according to data from the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety
Administration (PHMSA), a branch of the U.S. Department of Transportation.

That averages nearly two spills every day last year in the United States.

The pipeline incidents from 2014 resulted in 19 deaths, 96 injuries and over $300 million in
reported property damage, PHMSA data show. Since 1995, there have been more than
10,000 incidents, 371 deaths, 1,398 injuries and in excess of $6 billion in reported property
damage.

35



CITYOF RANCHO PALOS VERDES

ADMINISTRATION

1 April 2015

Naval Facilities Engineering Command Southwest
DFSP San Pedro EA Project Manager

ATTN: Code JE20.GB

1220 Pacific Hwy.

San Diego, CA 92132-5190

SUBJECT: Comments on the Scope of the Draft Environmental Assessment for

the Proposed Closure of Defense Fuel Support Point (DFSP) San
Pedro

Dear Sir/Madam:

The City of Rancho Palos Verdes has received notice of the proposed closure of DFSP
San Pedro, and we attended the open house and public scoping session that was held
on March 18, 2015 in San Pedro. We offer the following comments on the scope of the
draft Environmental Assessment (EA) to be prepared for this proposal:

1.

We understand that, once the draft EA completed, it will be released for a 15-day
public review and comment period, as required pursuant to the provisions of the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). We further understand that the draft
EA could be released by this summer. With summer vacations and other family
obligations, we are concerned that residents in Rancho Palos Verdes, the
surrounding Los Angeles communities of San Pedro and Wilmington, and the City
of Lomita would not have sufficient time to review and provide meaningful
comments on the draft EA if only fifteen (15) days are provided to do so. As such,
the City of Rancho Palos Verdes respectfully requests that the public comment
period for the draft EA be extended to at least forty-five (45) days.

The project area for this proposal excludes the sites of the former San Pedro and
Palos Verdes Navy housing complexes, as well as portions of the DFSP San Pedro
site that are leased for ball fields and a Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD)
shooting range. However, the portions of the site utilized by the Palos Verdes
Peninsula Land Conservancy (PVPLC) for a native plant nursery and captive
breeding program for endangered Palos Verdes blue butterflies do not appear to
have been excluded. PVPLC’s operations at DFSP San Pedro are of vital
importance to habitat preservation and restoration efforts on the Palos Verdes
Peninsula, The draft EA should address both the on- and off-site biological
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DFSP San Pedro EA Project Manager
1 April 2015
Page 2

resources impacts of any changes to PVPLC’s operations at DFSP San Pedro that
may result from its full or partial closure.

3. We noted at the scoping meeting that there was an apparent discrepancy between
the disposition of the underground concrete storage tanks between Alternatives 1
and 2. While both alternatives noted that these tanks would be abandoned in
place, Alternative 1 stated that they would be filled with inert material but
Alternative 2 only stated that they would be abandoned. We were told that the

tanks would be filled under both alternatives, but this needs to be clarified in the
draft EA.

4, Alternatives 1 and 3 describe the existing office and administration buildings being
maintained in “caretaker” condition, while Alternative 2 describes them as being
maintained in “as is” condition. The draft EA should clearly describe what these
terms mean.

5. It seems clear that each of the proposed alternatives will result in varying levels of
disturbance and disruption of the site. The draft EA should quantify the
environmental impacts of each of these alternatives in terms of:

a. Quantities and depths of earth movement (i.e., cut, fill, import and export)
b. Number and routing (i.e., Gaffey Street vs. Western Avenue) of truck trips
c. Air quality, noise and hazardous materials exposure for sensitive receptors

6. We understand that the proposed project does not address the future use of the
property in the event of its eventual disposal by the Navy. Nevertheless, we would
like to see the draft EA address in general terms the possible future use(s) that
might be suitable on the property (in terms of the exposure of future employees,
visitors or residents to environmental conditions) under Alternatives 1, 2 and 3.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment upon this important project. If you have
any questions or need additional information, please feel to contact me at (310) 544-5226
or via e-mail at kitf@rpvca.gov.

Sincerely,

e
5 e W"";&,’*‘W

Kit Fox, Alcp
Senior Administ;ative Analyst

cc:  Mayor J|m Knight and Rancho Palos Verdes City Council
Doug Wilimore, City Manager
Carolynn: Petru, Deputy City Manager

M:\Border Issues\DFSP:San Pedro Closure\20150401_FAComments.doox
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RANCHO PALOS VERDES
CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE
ADMINISTRATION

crrvor i

10 April 2015

Malinda Stalvey
Environmental Planning Team
Metropolitan Water District
PO Box 54153

Los Angeles, CA 90054

SUBJECT: Comments in Response to the Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated
Negative Declaration for the Palos Verdes Reservoir Upgrades Project

Dear Ms. Stalvey:

The City of Rancho Palos Verdes appreciates the opportunity to comment upon the
proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the above-mentioned project. We
have reviewed the MND, and offer the following comments:

1. The Project Description in the Initial Study (pp. 1-16) raises several questions:

a. What are the two (2) MWD member agencies that will be reconnected to
the reservoir after the upgrades are complete?

b. What will be the new maximum capacity of the reservoir after the: upgrades
are complete?

c. Is a back-up generator or other emergency power supply for the reservoir
proposed as a part of the upgrade project? If not, why not?

d. It is our understanding that the Chandler Quarry in Rolling Hills Estates no

longer accepts construction and demolition material. If this is the case, what
will be the destination for this material?

2. The discussion of Hydrology and Water Quality impacts in the Initial Study (pp. 50-
53) concludes that impacts related to the exposure of people and structures to risk
of loss, injury or death due to flooding resulting from a failure of the reservoir will
be less than significant, and no mitigation measures are recommended, However,
the inundation map for the Palos Verdes Reservoir prepared by MWD in the 1870s
(see enclosure) clearly shows that portions of Green Hills Memorial Park and the
Rolling Hills Riviera neighborhood in Rancho Palos Verdes could be flooded to
depths of up to ten feet (10°) in the event of a catastrophic failure of the reservoir.
We understand that part of the purpose of the proposed project is to upgrade the
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Malinda Stalvey
10 April 2015
Page 2

reservoir to current safety standards. Nevertheless, the City of Rancho Palos
Verdes respectfully requests the inclusion of the following mitigation measures as
a part of the MND:

a. MWD shall prepare an updated inundation map for the Palos Verdes
Reservoir, based upon its expected maximum capacity after the completion
of upgrades. A copy of this map shall be provided to the City of Rancho
Palos Verdes and first responders (i.e., Los Angeles County Sheriff and Los
Angeles County Fire) for emergency preparation, planning and response
purposes.

b. MWD shall develop, in conjunction with the City of Rancho Palos Verdes
and first responders, a system for emergency public notification of
downstream residents in the event that an imminent failure of the reservoir
is observed, either as a result of routine inspection or an unusual event
(e.g., earthquake, etc.).

The discussion of Transportation/Traffic in the Initial Study (pp. 67-71) concludes
that construction traffic entering and exiting the project site could have a significant
impact upon the safety of recreational trail users along Palos Verdes Drive North
and Palos Verdes Drive East, and recommends the use of flagmen and guards as
a mitigation measure. The City concurs with this assessment, but would also point
out that the segments of Palos Verdes Drive North and Palos Verdes Drive East
adjacent to the reservoir are a part of a major commuter route for Palos Verdes
Peninsula residents. The City of Rancho Palos Verdes respectfully suggests that
the use of flagging operations should be expanded to include motorists as well,
particularly during peak morning and evening commute hours.

EAgain, thank you for the opportunity to comment upon this important project. If you have

-any questions or need additional information, please feel free to contact me at (310) 544-
5226 or via e-mail at kitf@rpvea.gov.

Sincerely,

Kit Fox, Aicp
Senior Administrative Analyst

CGC.

Mayor Jim Knight and Rancho Palos Verdes City Council
Doug Willmore, City Manager

Carolynn Petru, Deputy City Manager

Tracy Bonano, Emergency Services Coordinator

Nicole Jules, Deputy Director of Public Works

M:ABorder issues\Palos Verdes Reservoirn20150410_MNDComments.docx
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